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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Commqications Commission 
445 12th Stfee$ S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC sbould not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you'wilI simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch m their communities. 

The Latino community is partjcularly sensitive to any pece increase for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use ti~em. Indeed, half of the housebolds with incomes 
belaw $20,000 have used prepaid a d s .  Pre-paid callmg cards are so prevalent in part beoause 
they save consumers money. 

Witb gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumm bostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on f i e d  incomes depend enhly  upon prepdd service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones 
offiunily members and neighbors. We can use tbw cards to stay "connected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule msny of &e other daily appointments tibat we all have, 

I simply fmd it unim-blc that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the large$ bneficiaiies of such 
charges. The FCC sbodd stand up for consumer interests over cbrpmte gain by k p k g  
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

Sincerdy, 
L? 

9 w  
+ivJ* Commissioner Commissioner Kevin Knthleen Martin cipps Abematby 

Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7, 2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 I 2th Street, S .W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The PCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you Will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in thek oommunities. - 

TheLatino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase. for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% o f h t b o  households use them. Indeed, haIf of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Re-paid calling cards are so prevaleut in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fmed and low income consumm hostage, we should 
not be heed with rising telephone s d c a  costs as well. .In particular, maply low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entireJy upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or he@ deposit requircmmts that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls h m  payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these c;ards to stay “cona~cted” as we look for 
jobs, hunt fix houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that w e  all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the PCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the large& beneficiaries o f  such 
charges. The FCC sbould stand up for consumer intereats wer m’iporate @n by keepiug 
anordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abematby 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7, 2004 

Chaiman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th sleet, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC DWkt No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The’FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in thcir communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latho households use tfiem. Indeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. R-e-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part becawe 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low idcome consurnem hostage, we should 
not be f‘aced with rising telephone service costs as well. Iu particular, many low-income 
households who m on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they canaut 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements tbat Iocal phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make cnlls from payphones or the telephones 
of  family members and neighbors. W e  can use these catds to stay c ‘ c ~ ~ e c t e d ”  as w e  look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other dag% appohtments that w e  all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fies on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC sbonld stand up ior consumer interests wet coipOmte gain by keeping 
affordable pvepaid calling cards a priority. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kslthleen Abernatby 
Commissioner Kevin Martin . 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Seoator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, hmigrants, college students and military 
families rely upon calling C W ~  services for a variety of needs. Many ofthese consumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephone 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have IO stay connected 
- to make phone calls to look for a job, far afTordable housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or 
stay in touch with family and friends. These cards &iw convenience and predictable GO& as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally 
risk being disconnected if the prices oftbese cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are 
indispensable to consumer groups because they are an affmdable alternative to regular and 
wireless telephone services. 

. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new %-state” access charges 
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would h e 1  directly to large local teIephdae 
companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumen that can least afford to 
bearit 

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantially h c r w e  the per 
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the b e n d i  Latino and other communities gain 
from these services. Please stop any effort to raise ratts on American consumers and decide tbat 
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new acctss charges and &er fees. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abexnathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congress person 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling i;ard 
services. 

Minorities, low-income families, senior citiztns, immigrants, college students and militmy 
families rely upon calling w d  services for a variety of needs. Many ofthese consumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephone 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay connected 
- to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable housing, make a doutor’s appointment, QT 

stay in touch with family and friends. These cards o f k  convenience and predictable cost, as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally 
risk being disconnected ifthe prices of these cards increase. Prepdd calling cards are 
indispensable to consumer groups because tbey are an affordable alternative to regular and 
wireless telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access charges 
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would fimnd dirwtly to large local telephone 
companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can least af€ord to 
bear it, 

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies Will substantially increase the per 
minute charges on pre-paid calIs, jeopardizing the benedits W a o  and other communities gain 
fiom these services. Plcase stop any effort to raise rates on American consumers and decide that 
these’sdces are not subject to the exorbitant new a c a s  charges and other fees. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps , 

Commissioner Kathleen Abemthy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th street, S.W. 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling -d 
services. 

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizns, immigrants, college students and mi~tary 
families rely upon calling card senices fbr a variety of needs, Many of these constuners do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit far local telephone 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay connected 
-to make phone calls io look for a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor's appointment, or 
stay in touch with family and fiiends. These cards offw convenience and predictable cost, as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged areas, co~sumets literally 
risk being disconnected if the prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calJing cards are 
indispensablle to consumer groups because they are an affbrdable ahemative to regular and 
wireless telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do ifit inflicts new %-state* access charges 
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would b e l  directly to large local telephone 
companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can least afford to 
bear it 

Adding access charges to &.paid to local telephone companies 4 l l  substantially increase the per 
minute charges on prepaid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latino and othar communities gain 
from these Services. Please stop any efFort to mise rates on American consumers and decide that 
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

CCS: Comksioner M-cbael Cops  
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelsttin 
Senator 
Senator 
Congress person 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Fderal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Minorities, low-income -ties, senior citbns, immigrants, caUcgc students and military 
families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs, Many ofthtsc consumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit fQr local telephone 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay mnnected - to make phone calls to look for a job, for affwdable housing, makc a doctor’s a-ppo~ent, ,  or 
stay in touch with famiIy and friends. Thkse cards offer conv~ence and predictable cost, as 
there are no hidden fws or charges. In economically disadvantaged rimas, consumers Iiterally 
risk being disconnected ifthe prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are 
indispensable to conrmmer groups because they are an affmdable a l t c m ~ v e  to regular and 
wireless telephone m ’ c e s .  

But such price hikes are preciseIy what the FCC will do if it inflicts new ‘Lin-StBft” access charges 
and other f e s  on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large b d  telephone 
companies wbiie the burden would hI1 squarely upon those consumers that can least afFord to 
bear it. 

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantidly increase the per 
minute charges on prepaid calls, jeopardizing the benefits lstino and other communities gain 
b m  these services. Pleasc stop any effort to raise ratts on American consumers and decide that 
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

S incetely, 

ccs:, C6mmissioner MichaeJ Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Mertin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 . 

445 12th street, S.W. 

FCE: W C  Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees 011 prepid calling card 
services. 

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and military 
families rely upon calling d services for a variety of needs. Many of these consumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay'a large deposit for local telephone ' 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay connected 
- to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor's appointment, or 
stay in touch with famiIy and friends. These cards offer convenience and predictable cost, as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally 
risk being disconnected if the prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are 
indispensable to consumer groups because they are an affordable alttmative to rcgular and 
wircless telephone servicm. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the PCC will do if it inflicts new %-state? access charges 
and other fees on pre-paid cards, The fees would funnel dlrectly to large ImaI telephone 
companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can least a o r d  to 
bear it. 

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies Will su-tially increase the per 
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the beaefrts Latino and other communities gain 
from these services. Please stop any &ort to raise rates on American consumm and decide thax 
these semices are not subject to the exorbitant pew access chargq and 0th- fees. 

Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemthy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th sb-eet, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  Docket No- 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees u p  prepaid d i n g  cards. Ifyou 
move to haease the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communitiess. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of h t h o  households use &em. Indeed, half of the househoJds with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. F’re-paid calling w& are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and Iow income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone s d c e  costs a5 well. Yn @cular, marly low-income 
households who are on faced incomes depend entirely upon prepaid sendice because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phonc. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls fbm payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. W e  can use thtsc cards to stay “conactcted” as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some ofthe nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest benefhiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should s t a d  up for consumer interests over col;pomte gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid d n g  cards a priority. 

.Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Michael c/opps 
Commissioner Kmthleen A b d y  
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7, 2004 

Chairman NichaeI Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, ?C 20554 
445 12th street, S.W. 

RE: WC Docket NO- 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and h s  upon prepaid d h g  cards. Ifyou 
move to increase tbe cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. hdeed, half of the households with incomes 
belaw $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Prepaid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income cmsumers bostagE, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone servjce costs as well. In paxticular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depebd entirely upon prepaid seMm be~ause they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local ph&e companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can msks calls iioru payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can ust thme cards to stay c'conu&cted" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of  the other daily adpointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some ofthe nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries ofsucli 
charges. The FC% should stand up for conwmer interests over mlpamte gain by keeping 
afllordable prepaid d n g  cards a pniority. 

CGS: Commissioner Michael Copps 
CoGunissioaer Kathleen Abenzothy 
commissioner Km'n Martin 
Commissjoner Jonath~u Adelstein 
Senator 
S e n e  
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  DWketNo. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new accee charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to hcrcase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their conxwnities. 

The Latino community is part;cular€y sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid arch. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
thy save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fwed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone seryice costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fked jncomes depend edltirely upon prepaid servbe because they caanot 
meet the credit rating or hem deposit requirements that local phone compaaies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cads, consumers can make calls fbm payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cafds to stay UcOnnercfedl'.as we look for 
jobs, h u t  for houses, or schedule many of the 0th daily appointments that we all have. 

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges ma3 fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficim'es of such 
charges. TheFCC ebodd stand up for consumer interests mer coipOrate gah by keeping 
affordnbie prepaid calling carda a priority. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
CommisSioner ~onathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12tb Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03- 133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up tbc cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their cammunities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the h~usebolds with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Prepaid calling czuds are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding frxed and low income conszzmers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. 1; parti&, many low-income 
househoIds who are on fvred incomes depend Entirtly upon prcpaid..iservice because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls h m  payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. W e  can use these cards to stay ''connected" BS we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appabtments that w e  all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and f&s on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beanefidwits of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests Over CorpOtate gain by keeping 
rrffordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: 6 ommissioner Michael clopp pi 09-572+ 
Commissioner Kathhu~ Abernetby 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congesspersoa 
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July 7, 2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost ofthese cards, you will simp@ drive up the, cost for minority or 
disadvantaged indi+iduals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for prepaid calling cads; 
approximately 43% of ]Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Prepaid CaJlmg cards are so ptevdent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding flied and Iow income consumers hostage, w e  should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, m y  ‘low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they canuot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, con$umers can make calls &om payphones or the telephones 
of family members and, neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “mmctcted” as we look for 
jobs, hmt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest teJephoIle companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The  FCC should stnnd up for consumer interests Over coipOrate gain by keeping 
dfordablt prepaid d i n g  cards a priority. 

. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
commissioner Kathleen AbernatJ~y 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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JuIy 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
F e d d  Communications Commission 
445 12th street, s-w. . 
Washington, DC 20554 

Chaiman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fks upon prepaid calling cards. Hyou 
move to increase the cost ofthese cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay b touch m their wmmmhs. 

The ht ino  community is particularly sensitive to any price increase far p p a i d  calling cards, 
appdrna@ly 43% of Iatino households use them. Xndeml, half of &be households with inoomes 
beIow $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Fb-paid &g cards are so prevaleaR in part because 
they save collsumers money. 

With BEN and milk prices already holding fixed and low iucome oonsumers hostage, we should 
not be k e d  with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many law-income 
households who arc on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service becaust thqr cannot 
mcct the credit rating or hefty deposit requiremeals that local phone companies insist upon bbfbns 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can makc calls from payphones or the telephones 
of famity members and neighbors. W e  can use these cards to stay ''mmectd" as w e  look for 
jobs, hunt fat houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointmemh that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impost new charges and flaes on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be tbc Iargest b ~ ~ e a  of such 
charges. The FCC should &and up for c o ~ ~ ~ m m e r  Intenads over coipowte gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling c a d  a priority. 

Sincerely, 
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July 7,2004 

Chainnan Michael Powell 
Federal CdmmUnications Commission 
445 12th s m  S.W. . 

Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC DockctNo. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: I ' 

,The FCC should not impose new access charges and fm upon prepaid calling cards, If you' 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch m their Communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any prick hoJease for pre-paid calling cards; 
ajpximately 43% of Lwina households use them. Indeed, half afthe huseholds witb incomas 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. b p a i d  calliug c8rds are so prevalent in part because 
they save CoDsumers money. 

With gas and milk P~.;o~s already holdiug fixed and low mcome a0asmnea-s hbstage, we ebould 
not be faced with rising teIephoae &ce costs as well, In particular, many Sow-income 
households who are on lked h o m e s  depend eatirely upon prepaid stntjea 'because they carlnot 
meet the =edit rating or he$+ &posit requirements that local phone companies insist upon 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, c o ~ 1 s ~ ~ 1 e r s  can make calls fkcm payphones or the ttlcphones 
of family rnembcrs and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay "CoMected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many o f  the d e r  daily a,ppointmnts that we ell have. 

1 simply frnd it unimsgiaable that the FCC would impose new charges and &es on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest budiciaries of such 
ChargeS. The FCC Bhould stand up for mnramer m t e d  over coiporate gain by kecping 
affordable prepaid calling a d s  I) priority. 

Sinceirely, 

CCB: Commissioner Michael Copp  
Commissioner Kathleen Abernatby 
Commissioner Kewh Maxtin 
Commissioner Jonathaa Adelstein 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5 1 2 t h S ~ S . W .  . 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear0 ’ Powell: 

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommuaid~ns services to 
accomplish many eyery day tasks, fiom looking fm ajob or affordable houalng to 
touchwith f’amily and fiicuds. But pending be& thc FCC is B proposal thatwould introdnce 
new cherges and fees upon servicw upon which w e  depend, immediately harmiog millions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. 

in 

1 undemand that the FCC is consider@ applying %-statem access charges and ofher fea on 
certain prepaid calling cazd $-ices. Many Latinos, particularly &ow on f d  incomes or thosc 
establishing a mdit  history, bank accounts and other muulB 
telephone service, reIy upon these prepaid calling cards to stay ccmec@d at set affordabk rates. 
Studtnrs, immimts, d o r  citizenS, and others face Similar challenges. 

As a dt, prepaid calling cards are thc only option available - without them, many consumers 
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling csads will directly harm individuals who 

to substxibe to local 

least a€brd price increases. 

Imposing indte charges would amount to a substantial mcrease in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of calhg cards !o disadvantaged consumws. Mcrwingthe Iargt, lacal 
telepbwe cornpanits to con& swh charges, even w b  they do not wIl the CalIing CaTd t~ a 
~ u s t o m ~ ~ ,  would drive up prices; thus making these sexvices substantidy less a€Fordable, Heam 
look out fw consumers and refuse to ;mpOse new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
s m c e s .  

SinCdy, 
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July 7,2004 

chairman Michael Powell 
Federal ComunicStions Commission 
445 12th s m  S.W. ' 

Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Dacket NO. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should hot impose new accegs charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Tfyou 
move to increase the cost of thase a d s ,  you will simply drive up the cost fw minority ot 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch ia their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use tbam. Indeed, half ofthe households with incomts 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling CBlrdS are so prevald in part bGcauss 
they save consumers money. 

Witb gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income ccmsumers hostage, we should 
not bc faced with rising tdephone seivice costs as well. In particular, many Jow-income 
households who are on fored incanes depend entirely upon prepaid SBNiCe becPmse they mmot 
meet the a d i t  rating or hefty deposit reqdremen?.~ that koal phone compaaies insist upon befare 
getting a phone. Witb prepaid cards, co~lsumefs can make 4 s  h m  payphoms or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. W e  can use these cards to stay uconnectsd" ~9 we look for 
jobs, hunt f i  houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simpIy find it unimaginable thrrtthe FCC would impose new chaqps and &es on these cards, 
Some of the nation's largest teleplronc companies would be the largest bglcficisrits of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer imterds over mwmte gab by beping 
afbrdable prepaid calling cards a priority. 
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July 7,2004. 

Ch&an Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 22th smeg S.W. 

RE: WC Dockat NO. 03-133 

Dear Chahan PowclI: 

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost t e l e c o m d n s  services to 
accomplish many way day tasks, from looking for e job or &ordable housing to staying in 
touch with f a d y  and W d s .  But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce 
new charges and fees upon services upon which we deped, immediaMy hrrrmingmillions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. 

. 

1 understand that the FCC is considering applying "in-state" access charges sad other feeg on 
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, partjcularIy those on .fixed incomes or &ose 
estabIkhinng a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscrr'be to i d  
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at sct affordable rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior c & k w ,  and others h e  similar challages. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the ouly option available - without them, many consumers 
coua quim literally, be left without access to telephone Service. Raising ths price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals who a n  ]cast afEbrd price inuwstS. 

Xmposmg in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid caJls, 
destroying the Utility of calling cards to disadvantaged cox1sumers. Allowing '&e large, local 
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not scU the calling card to a 
customsr, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less afbdable. PIeass 
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new -sa charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner W e e n  A h t h y  
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
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July 7,2004 

chairman Michael p o d  
F e d d  Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

DearCl- Powell: 

Latino and other rnhority commuaities rely upon 1 - w a s t  tele stions s&ceo to 
accomplish numy every &y tasks, Born I&g for a job of affordablt housing to staying io 
touch witb family and fricnds. But pending before the FCC is a proposrrltbrt would introduce 
new obarges and fees upon strviCes upon which w e  depend, immediarely harming rdllians of 
latinos and other conslrmers nationwide. 

1 understand thaf the FCC is considering applying ''inatatem access ~harge~ and otha fees on 
certain p q d d  calling d services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those 
establishing a credit history, bauk accoutIM anclotht~ means necessary to snbsoribt to local 
telephone service, reIy upon these prepaid ding car& to stay mmected at set affordabb rates. 
Students, i m m i m ,  senior citizens, and others similar challenges. 

As a result, prepaid calling carda are the only option mailable- without them, many consumers 
could, quite litemlly, be left without access to ttlcpholle service. Raising thc price of prepid 
calling cards will directfy harm individuals who can Ieast afford price increases. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantid iacrease' in the cost of prepaid calls, 
desbaying the utifity of Fauling cards to disadvantaged conz~ume~s. Allowing the large, local 
telephone companies to Cdlect such chargts, even whm they do not sell the calling card to a 
customer, would drive up p r i q  thus making these services substantially less affordable. PJ%ase 
look out for consumers and tafuse to ;mPOse new meas charges and fees on prepnid calling card 

CCS: kuii&issioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Katbleem Abernatay 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 7..;" Commissioner Jonatbau Adelstein 

Congrtsspsrson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Pocket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Minorities, low-income &lies, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and militwy 
families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs, Many of these consumen do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephone ‘ ’ 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be tbe only option they have to stay connected 
- to make phone Calls to look for a job, for eordabble housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or 
stay in touch with family and Eends. These cards offer convenience and pdictable cost, BS 

there are no hidden fees or charges. h tconomically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally 
risk being disconnected if the priw of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards me 
indispensable to consumer groups because they are an affordable alkmatke to regular and 
wireless telcphone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC Will do if it inflicts new “in-state”’ access charges 
and other fees on pre-paid’cards. The fees would fimnel directIy to large locaJ telephone 
companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can leest afford to 
bear it. 

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantialIy increase the per 
rninule charges on pre-paid cdls, jeopardizing the benefits Latino and other communities gain 
fiom these sewices. PIease stop any effort to raise rates on American.consumers and decide that 
these services. are not subject to fbe exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

Sincaeb, 

ccs: v Commissioner &hael Capps . 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kcvin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senarm 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th StreeG S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should mot impose new a- charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to hicrease the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their cormnunities. 

The Latino community i s  particularly sensitive to any price hime fa pre-paid calling caids; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, balf of the ho&hdds with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are SO prevalent in part because 
they save consmers money. 

With gas and milk'prices already holding f& and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be fbed with rising telepbone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the d i t  rating or h e  deposit requirements thrrt local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumm can make calls fidm payphones or the telephones 
of fmily membek and neighbors. W e  can use these cards to stay "connectedn as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that w e  all bave. 

I simply fmd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the Iargest benefician'es of such 
charges. The FCC sbodd sand up for consumer interests over coiporate gdn by keeping 
aordabk prepaid calliig cards a priority. 

, 
' 

as: Commissioner Michael Cows 
Commissioner KatMeen Abgnathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commwoner Jonathan Adelstem 
Senator 
Senator 
Congresspesson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powd 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 . 

445 12th street, S.W. 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

I am writing io ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, hnmiggants, collage students and military 
families rely upoa calling card Services for a van'ety ofneds.  Many of rbese consumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for Iocal telephone 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the on& option they have to stay connected - to make phone calls to look fbr a job, for affordable housing, m& a doctor's appointment, or 
stay in touch with family and Mends- These cards offer convenience and predictable cost, as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged iueas, consumers literally 
risk being disconnected if the prices of tbcse cards inmase. Prepajd calling cards are 
indispensable to consumer groups because they are an nffbrdablc alternative to mgdar and 
wireless telephone s m - c t s .  

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC wiU do if it Micrs new "in-state" access charges 
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would W e 1  dircctly to large local tclephone 
companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those wnsumm that ciw least afford to 
bearit 

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantidly increase the per 
minute charges on prepaid calls, jeopardizing the benef- Latino and other wmmmities gain 
fiom these services. Please stop aay effort to mise rates on American 00nsurnca-s and decide that 
these sewices are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

Sincerely, 

commissioner Kathleen ~ i -e thy  
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonatban Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congrcssperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th street, S.W. 

RE: WC Docket No- 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

1 am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Minorities, low-income families, senior citkns, immigrants, college students and military 
families rely upon calling card services for a variety o f  needs. Many of these consumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deppsit for local telephone 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay connected 
- to make phone calls to look fat a job, far affordable housing, make a doctor's appointment or 
stay in touch with family and %ends. These cards offer convenience and predictable cost, as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally 
risk being disconnected if the prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards arc 
indispensable to consumer groups because they are an affordable afternafhe to regular and 
wireless telephone services. 

But such price hikes arc precisely what the FCC wiI1 do if it inflicts new "in-state" access charges 
and other fees on prepaid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local telephone 
companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumem that can least a f h d  to 
beark 

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantially increase the per 
minute charges on prepaid calls,jtopardizing the benefm Latino and other communities gain 
fiom these services. Please stop any effort to raise rates 00 Americsn comsumm and decide that 
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and other fees. k,,& 
ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 

Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelst& 
Senatot 
Senator 
Congresspenon 
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July 7,2004 

Chahan Michael Powell 
Federal Cormnunications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554’ 

_ -  

RE: WC Docket No. 03- 133 

Dear Chainnan Powell: 

Military personnel stationed in the U.S. and all over the world rely heavily upon low-cost 
telecommunications services to keep in touch with fimily and friends back home. But pending 
before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce new charges and fees on these cards that we 
depend upon to stay connected, immediately harming the tens of thousands of  American service 
men and women stationed worIdwide. 

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on 
certain prepaid calling card services. Amsrican service. personnel, particularly those who move 
frequently, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to keep in touch with their families at set, 
affordable rates. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the onky option available - without them, military personnel 
could, quite literaIly, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the pricc of prepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals who are most in need o f  vital phone service to keep 
their loved ones within reach. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards for bur service men and women. Please Iook out for our 
military personnel and refhe to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Sincerely, 7-m 4L-MozL 
/ 

/ w s  
ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 

Commissioner Kathleen Abernatliy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th streeg S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  DocketNo. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fm on prepaid calling bard 
sem'ces. 

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college studmts and military 
families rely upon calling card services for a variety ofn&. Many of these collsumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephone ' 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the onJy ofion they have to stay connected 
- to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable housing, make e doctor's appokiment, M 
stay in touch with f d l y  and friends. These cards offer ConVeN'ence and predictable cost, as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economicdly disadvantaged areas, consumers literally 
risk being disconnected ifthe prices of these cards incnase. Prepaid calling cards are 
indispensable to consumer groups because they are an afFordabIe alternative to regular and 
wireless telephone sem'ces, 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts ncw "in-state" access charges 
and other fees on pre-paid'cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local telephone 
companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those cb~lsumers that can teast afford to 
bear it 

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantially increase the per 
minute charges on prepaid calls, jeopardizing the benefm Latino and other communities gdn 
fiom these services. Please stop any effort to raise rates on American consumers and decide that 
these sem*ces are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

ccs: Comrnissjoner Michael Copps . 
Corrunissioner Kathleen A h a t h y  
Commissioner Kevin Marbin 
Commissioner Joaathan Adelsteh 
Senator 
Smator 
Congresspersou 


